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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



3. Claims 1, 3-8, 10, 12, 16, 21, 23-28, 30, 32, 36, 41, 43-48, 50, 52, 56, 61, 63-68, 

70, 72, and 76 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Boyle et 
al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 2002/0038457). 

Consider claim 1, Boyle et al. clearly teaches a method for providing a 
user with program information using an interactive television application (Fig. 1 B) 
implemented at least partially on user equipment (Fig. 2a and 2b contains DVR, 
STB, and display equipment), the method comprising: 

displaying a list of program listings (Fig. 1 B contains a program guide 
displaying programs as stated in paragraph 0014); and 
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allowing the user to scroll through the list backwards in time (The black 
arrows in Fig. 7A teaches that the EPG listing can be scrolled horizontally, back 
and forth through time. The 8:30PM listing shows a recorded program that was 
in the past while the 9:00PM listing shows a program that is currently being 
recorded in the present, which clearly shows the user is able to scroll the list 
backwards in time) such that the displayed list includes at least one previously 
recorded program available for viewing by the user (The program cell "Jack and 
June" is a recorded program indicated by 78 of Fig. 7A as stated in paragraph 
0049). 

Boyle et al. does not explicitly teach, at least one empty cell in the grid 
corresponding to an unrecorded program. 

In the same field of endeavor, Numata et al. teaches EPG's. Numata et 
al. also teaches at least one empty cell in the grid (Paragraph 0087 in Numata et 
al. teaches a shaded region like that of 44 shown in Fig. 6) corresponding to an 
unrecorded program (Paragraph 0087 teaches that these shaded cells 
correspond to where "no scheduled" program cells are inserted. In paragraph 
0083 the scheduled programs are "programs scheduled for viewing/recording". 
So the shaded cells {44 shown in Fig. 6}, empty and void of program information 
are unrecorded programs). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of Boyle et al. to 
represent unrecorded programs with shaded regions as disclosed in Numata et 
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al. allowing the recorded programs to be seen much clearer removing 
unnecessary clutter from the EPG. 

Consider claim 21, Boyle et al. clearly teaches User equipment for 
providing a user with program information using an interactive television 
application (Fig. 1B) implemented at least partially on user equipment (Fig. 2a 
and 2b contains DVR, STB, and display equipment), the user equipment 
comprising: 

a display (monitor 14); 

control circuitry (digital video recorder 12 and set top box 16) configured 
to: 

display a list of program listings (STB GUI 20, Fig. 1B contains a 
program guide displaying programs as stated in paragraph 0014) ; and 

allow the user to scroll through the list backwards in time (The black 
arrows in Fig. 7A teaches that the EPG listing can be scrolled horizontally, 
back and forth through time. The 8:30PM listing shows a recorded 
program that was in the past while the 9:00PM listing shows a program 
that is currently being recorded in the present, which clearly shows the 
user is able to scroll the list backwards in time) such that the displayed list 
includes at least one previously recorded program available for viewing by 
the user (The program cell "Jack and June" is a recorded program 
indicated by 78 of Fig. 7A as stated in paragraph 0049). 
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Boyle et al. does not explicitly teach, at least one empty cell in the grid 
corresponding to an unrecorded program. 

See combination and motivation in claim 1. 

Consider claim 41, Boyle et al. clearly teaches a system for providing a 
user with program information using an interactive television application (Fig. 1B) 
implemented at least partially on user equipment (Fig. 2a and 2b contains DVR, 
STB, and display equipment), the system comprising: 

means for displaying a list of program listings (STB GUI 20 displayed on 
monitor 14, Fig. 1B contains a program guide displaying programs as stated in 
paragraph 0014); and 

means for allowing the user to scroll through the list backwards in time 
(The black arrows in Fig. 7A teaches that the EPG listing can be scrolled 
horizontally, back and forth through time. The 8:30PM listing shows a recorded 
program that was in the past while the 9:00PM listing shows a program that is 
currently being recorded in the present, which clearly shows the user is able to 
scroll the list backwards in time. Done through user input via the remote control 
40) such that the displayed list includes at least one previously recorded program 
available for viewing by the user (The program cell "Jack and June" is a recorded 
program indicated by 78 of Fig. 7A as stated in paragraph 0049). 

Boyle et al. does not explicitly teach, at least one empty cell in the grid 
corresponding to an unrecorded program. 

See combination and motivation in claim 1. 
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Consider claim 61 , Boyle et al. clearly teaches machine-readable media 
for use in an interactive television application (Fig. 1B) implemented at least 
partially on user equipment (Fig. 2a and 2b contains DVR, STB, and display 
equipment), in which the interactive television application provides a user with 
program information (EPG Data 38), wherein the media is encoded (encoded by 
encoder 21) with machine-readable instructions (Fig. 2C, paragraph 0035) for 
performing the method comprising: 

displaying a list of program listings (Fig. 1B contains a program guide 
displaying programs as stated in paragraph 0014); and 

allowing the user to scroll through the list backwards in time (The black 
arrows in Fig. 7A teaches that the EPG listing can be scrolled horizontally, back 
and forth through time. The 8:30PM listing shows a recorded program that was 
in the past while the 9:00PM listing shows a program that is currently being 
recorded in the present, which clearly shows the user is able to scroll the list 
backwards in time) such- that the displayed list includes at least one previously 
recorded program available for viewing by the user (The program cell "Jack and 
June" is a recorded program indicated by 78 of Fig. 7A as stated in paragraph 
0049). 

Boyle et al. does not explicitly teach, at least one empty cell in the grid 
corresponding to an unrecorded program. 

See combination and motivation in claim 1. 
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Consider claims 3, 23, 43, and 63, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches at least one of the at least one 
previously recorded program is stored on a local personal video recorder 
(Paragraph 0028 teaches "a local memory for storing the recorded program (e.g., 
a digital video recorder (DVDR))"). 

Consider claims 4, 24, 44, and 64, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches at least one of the at least one 
previously recorded program is stored on a network-based video recorder 
(Paragraph 0027 teaches "at least one of the programs is not recorded locally." 
The program is not stored locally on a device such as a DVR as taught in 
paragraph 0028 so it is stored non-locally, somewhere on a network device). 

Consider claims 5, 25, 45, and 65, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches allowing the user to select for 
viewing a previously recorded program listed in the list (Fig. 7A teaches that a 
previously recorded program represent by the visual indicator 78 can be 
selected, as shown by the darkened selection frame around the cell 
corresponding to the recorded program "Jack and June". Paragraph 0035 also 
teaches "the user selected recorded program data for display on the monitor 14" 
showing that recorded programs listed can be selected for viewing). 

Consider claims 6, 26, 46, and 66, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein at least one program listed 
in the list is associated with a visual indicator (In Fig. 7A the program listed called 
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"GO Fast" contains a visual indicator 82), wherein the visual indicator indicates 
that the associated program is scheduled for recording (Paragraph 0049 teaches 
that the visual indicator 82 shows that "the program 'Go Fast' is scheduled for 
recording starting at 9:30 pm as indicated by the icon 82 comprising two empty 
circles"). 

Consider claims 7, 27, 47, and 67, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein at least one program listed 
in the list is associated with a visual indicator (In Fig. 7 A the program listed called 
"Jack and June" contains a visual indicator 78), wherein the visual indicator 
indicates that the associated program has been recorded (Paragraph 0049 
teaches that the visual indicator 78 shows that "the program Jack and June' has 
been recorded as indicated by the icon 72 comprising two filled circles"). 

Consider claims 8, 28, 48, and 68, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein at least one program listed 
in the list is associated with a visual indicator (In Fig. 7A the program listed called 
"Sports in Review" contains a visual indicator 80), wherein the visual indicator 
indicates that the associated program is currently being recorded (Paragraph 
0049 teaches that the visual indicator 80 shows that "the program 'Sports in 
Review' is currently being recorded as indicated by the icon 80 comprising a filled 
circle and an empty circle."). 

Consider claims 10, 30, 50, and 70, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein the allowing the user to 
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scroll the grid backwards in time (The black arrows in Fig. 7B teaches that the 
EPG. listing can be scrolled horizontally, back and forth through time. The 
8:30PM listing shows a recorded program that was in the past while the 9:00PM 
listing shows a program that is currently being recorded in the present, which 
clearly shows the user is able to scroll the list backwards in time) comprises 
displaying a list of previously recorded programs (Paragraph 0048 teaches that 
"the program guide comprises recording indicators for identifying programs that 
have been recorded..." like that of the recorded program "Jack and June" from 
Fig. 7B). 

Consider claims 12, 32, 52, and 72, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein the allowing the user to 
scroll the list backwards in time (The black arrows in Fig. 7B teaches that the 
EPG listing can be scrolled horizontally, back and forth through time. The 
8:30PM listing shows a recorded program that was in the past while the 9:00PM 
listing shows a program that is currently being recorded in the present, which 
clearly shows the user is able to scroll the list backwards in time) comprises 
displaying at least one category of previously recorded programs (Paragraph 
0050 teaches "The 'My Recordings' option 88 displays a menu of recorded 
shows together with EPG data such as the actors, director, and brief synopsis of 
each program"). 

Consider claims 16, 36, 56, and 76, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches allowing the user to schedule for 
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recording at least one program listed in the list (Paragraph 0047 teaches "the 
user selects a program to record from the STB GUI". After the selection as 
shown by 82 for the program "GO Fast", "the STB GUI is updated to reflect the 
user's selection to record the program". As stated in paragraph 0049, the icon 82 
indicates a program that is "schedule for recording"). 
4. Claims 2, 11, 22, 31, 42, 51, 62, and 71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Roth et al. (US 2003/0167471). 

Consider claims 2, 22, 42, and 62, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches wherein the 
displayed list includes at least one video-on-demand program that is available for 
viewing by the user. 

In the same field of endeavor, Roth et al. teaches selectable VOD 
programs on EPG's. Roth et al. also teaches wherein the displayed list includes 
at least one video-on-demand program that is available for viewing by the user 
(Paragraph 0023 teaches VOD product indicators such as movie images or text 
that can be displayed in 155 shown on Fig. 2. These VOD programs can be 
selected to be viewed as taught in paragraph 0026). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to have VOD programs available for viewing as taught by Roth et al. 
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because it would allow consumers to sort and select VOD products for viewing 
(See Roth et al. paragraph 0004). 

Consider claims 11, 31, 51, and 72, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches wherein the 
list includes at least one video-on-demand program available for viewing. 

In the same field of endeavor, Roth et al. teaches wherein the list includes 
at least one video-on-demand program available for viewing. (Paragraph 0023 
teaches VOD product indicators such as movie images or text that can be 
displayed in 155 shown on Fig. 2. These VOD programs are available to be 
viewed as taught in paragraph 0026). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to have VOD programs available for viewing as taught by Roth et al. 
because it would allow consumers to sort and select VOD products for viewing 
(See Roth et al. paragraph 0004). 
5. Claims 9, 29, 49, and 69 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Arsenault et al. (US 6,701 ,528). 

Consider claims 9, 29, 49, and 69, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches wherein at 
least one program listed in the list is associated with a visual indicator, wherein 
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the visual indicator indicates that the associated program is a video-on-demand 
program. 

In the same field of endeavor, Arsenault et al. teaches VOD service 
programming available on EPG's. Arsenault et al. also teaches wherein at least 
one program listed in the list is associated with a visual indicator, wherein the 
visual indicator indicates that the associated program is a video-on-demand 
program (col 9: lines 61-63 teaches a "VOD indicator or other appropriate flag in 
the program guide..."). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to have a visual indicator that indicates that the associated program is a 
vod program as taught by Arsenault et al. because it would provide the user with 
a quick visual regarding which programs are vod content on their programming 
guide allowing the user to quickly locate VOD content. 
6. Claims 13, 33, 53, and 73 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Javed (US 2002/01621 12). 

Consider claims 13, 33, 53, and 73, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches wherein at 
least one program listed in the list is available for viewing for a limited time, the 
method further comprising allowing the user to extend the time of availability of 
said program. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Javed teaches set top boxes. Javed also 
teaches wherein at least one program listed in the list is available for viewing for 
a limited time (Paragraph 0054 teaches "the VPOP URL may subsequently used 
to validate whether the video is still within the rented duration,..." That means 
the video is only available for viewing for a set amount of time), the method 
further comprising allowing the user to extend the time of availability of said 
program (Paragraph 0054 and 0069 teach "if the video's rental duration has 
expired", the user is able to "extend the video's rental duration", thereby 
extending the time the video is available to be viewed). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to have a program available for viewing for a limited time, and allowing the 
user to extend the time of availability of the program as taught by Javed because 
it allows for content like new movie releases that in the past was rented in the 
video stores, to be viewed, rented, and renewed without having to walk outside 
the comforts of home. 
7. Claims 14, 34, 54, and 74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Proehl et al. (US 6,532,589). 

Consider claims 14, 34, 54, and 74, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches allowing the 
user to set a reminder for at least one program listed in the list. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Proehl teaches EPG's. Proehl also teaches 
allowing the user to set a reminder for at least one program listed in the list (col 
8: lines 59-60 teach that the "user may edit the future scheduled activities..." 
where the scheduled activities include remind, record, pay per view, etc as taught 
on col 8: lines 13-20. col 8: lines 41-43 shows that the same scheduled activities 
on daily planner is the same as the ones shown on the TV planner 900). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to allow users to set a reminder for a program listed in the list as taught by 
Proehl et al. because of the numerous varieties of programming content it has 
become difficult to accurately to present and track content, therefore there is a 
need for a user-friendly system interface that accommodates all users by 
allowing for scheduled programming information to be presented in a format that 
is easy-to-read and understand (See Proehl et al. col 1: line 59 - col 2: line 1). 
8. Claims 15, 35, 55, and 75 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), further in view of Proehl et al. (US 6,532,589), and further in view of 
Yoshinobu (US 5,734,444). 

Consider claims 15, 35, 55, and 75, as applied to claim 14 above, 
Proehl et al. teaches a reminder was set (col 8: lines 59-60 teach that the "user 
may edit the future scheduled activities..." where the scheduled activities include 
remind, record, pay per view, etc as taught on col 8: lines 13-20. col 8: lines 41- 
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43 shows that the same scheduled activities on daily planner is the same as the 
ones shown on the TV planner 900). 

Neither Boyle et al., Numata et al., or Proehl teaches determining if the 
user is watching the program. 

recording automatically said program if the user is not watching said 
program. 

In the same field of endeavor, Yoshinobu teaches a broadcast receiving 
apparatus (set top box). Yoshinobu also teaches determining if the user is 
watching the program. 

recording automatically said program if the user is not watching said 
program (Yoshinobu teaches in col 24: lines 51-59 if it is determined that the 
program is not being watched by the viewer the program is automatically 
recorded). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to record the program when the user is not watching the program for which 
a reminder is set as taught by Yoshinobu because it will enable the user to watch 
his program without fail, although the user is not watching the program at present 
(See Yoshinobu col 2: 30-35) 
9. Claims 17, 19, 37, 39, 57, 59, 77, and 79 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US * 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Ismail et al. (US 6,614,987). 
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Consider claims 17, 37, 57, and 77, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches determining 
a personal profile based on gathered information relating to the user. 

In the same field of endeavor, Ismail teaches a set top box. Ismail also 
teaches determining a personal profile based on gathered information relating to 
the user (col 4: lines 13-34 teaches a preference database 116 that contains user 
viewing data that is generated by the preference agent 110 depending on the 
amount of time the particular category is watched by the user. The preference 
database acts as the personal profile of the user while the preference agent is 
the one that gathers information relating to the viewing data of the user). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to determine a personal profile based on gathered information relating to 
the user as taught by Ismail because this would allow the device to better 
understand the viewing preference of the user. 

Consider claims 19, 39, 59, and 79, as applied to claims 17, 37, 57, and 
77 respectively above, neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches recording a 
program, wherein said program is selected based at least in part on the personal 
profile. 

In the same field of endeavor, Ismail teaches a set top box. Ismail also 
teaches recording a program, wherein said program is selected based at least in 
part on the personal profile (col 4: lines 28-34 teaches recordation and storage of 



Application/Control Number: 10/762,812 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2621 

programs according to information from the preference database 116 that 
functions as the personal profile). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to record a program where the selected program is at least in part on the 
personal profile as taught by Ismail because this relieves the user from the task 
of selecting programs to record from amount potentially hundreds of program 
selections (col 1 : lines 48-50). 
10. Claims 18, 38, 58, and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), further in view of Ismail et al. (US 6,614,987), and further in view of 
Proehl et al. (US 6,532,589). 

Consider claims 18, 38, 58, and 78, as applied to claims 17, 37, 57, and 
77 respectively above, Ismail et al. teaches wherein said program is selected 
based at least in part on the personal profile (A personal profile is taught in col 4: 
lines 13-34 referred to as preference database. Col 4: lines 28-34 teaches that a 
program can be selected for storage based on data from the preference 
database). 

Neither Boyle et al., Numata et al., or Ismail et al. teaches setting a 
reminder for a program (col 8: lines 59-60 teach that the "user may edit the future 
scheduled activities..." where the scheduled activities include remind, record, pay 
per view, etc as taught on col 8: lines 13-20. col 8: lines 41-43 shows that the 
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same scheduled activities on daily planner is the same as the ones shown on the 
TV planner 900). 

In the same field of endeavor, Proehl teaches EPG's. Proehl also teaches 
setting a reminder for a program (col 8: lines 59-60 teach that the "user may edit 
the future scheduled activities..." where the scheduled activities include remind, 
record, pay per view, etc as taught on col 8: lines 13-20. col 8: lines 41-43 
shows that the same scheduled activities on daily planner is the same as the 
ones shown on the TV planner 900). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to set a reminder for a program that is selected based at least in part on the 
personal profile as taught by Proehl because the user can be notified of desirable 
program that can be watched, alleviating the user from the task of going through 
programs and manually setting reminders. 
11. Claims 20, 40, 60, and 80 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boyle et al. (US 2005/0002649) in view of Numata et al. (US 
2002/0038457), and further in view of Steading (US 2006/01 17347). 

Consider claims 20, 40, 60, and 80, as applied to claims 1, 21, 41, and 
61 respectively above, Boyle et al. teaches wherein the allowing the user to 
scroll the list backwards in time (The black arrows in Fig. 7B teaches that the 
EPG listing can be scrolled horizontally, back and forth through time. The 
8:30PM listing shows a recorded program that was in the past while the 9:00PM 
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listing shows a program that is currently being recorded in the present, which 
clearly shows the user is able to scroll the list backwards in time) comprises: 

Neither Boyle et al. or Numata et al. teaches determining whether at least 
one row of the grid consists of empty cells; and collapsing the grid to remove the 
at least one row of empty cells. 

In the same field of endeavor, Steading teaches EPG's. Steading also 
teaches determining whether at least one row of the grid consists of empty cells; 
and collapsing the grid to remove the at least one row of empty cells (Paragraph 
0087 talks about not showing empty cells and it can clearly be seen as taught in 
Fig. 9 that rows that consist completely of empty cells are removed). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the modified apparatus of Boyle 
et al. to remove at least one row of the grid that consists of empty cells as taught 
by Steading, because this would remove unnecessary blank cells (visual clutter) 
on the programming guide. 

Conclusion 

12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Reichardt et al. discloses selectable menu categories in US 
2005/0172319. Minnick et al. discloses recording of programming episodes in US 
2005/0055715. Terakado et al. discloses viewer preference and recording based on 
selected genre in US 2004/0158861 . Wannamaker et al. discloses gathering subscriber 
interactions and statistics in US 2004/0031052. Schrader et al. discloses visual alerts 
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pertaining to other programming in US 2002/0157099. Gordon et al. discloses scrolling 
backwards in time on the EPG US 7,100,184. Arai et al. discloses menu categories in 
US 7,032,176. Borden, IV et al. discloses allowing a viewer to select channels for 
tuning, recording, etc. in US 6,857,128. Entwistle discloses a visual indication system 
where programs with visual indicators are previously viewed programs in US 6,782,551 . 
Arai et al. discloses reserving programs for later viewing in US 6,751 ,401 . Finseth et al. 
discloses programming that might be desirable to the viewer in US 6,742,184. Young et 
al. discloses recording programs and providing visual indicators for recording conflicts in 
US 5,808,608. Wasilewski et al. discloses setting reminders for programs on this set 
top box or others as well in US 2006/0161956. Wada et al. discloses a list of recorded 
programs arranged according to their recording time in US 2006/0083484. Fritsch et al. 
discloses optional backup copy of the locally recorded scheduled programs is stored in 
a centrally located storage server farm in US 2005/0144640. Kimura et al. discloses 
content recommending means based on calculating user preference and performing 
content reservation according to degree of preference in US 2005/0120371 . Ellis et al. 
discloses a secondary storage device US 2005/0028208. Rosetti et al. discloses visual 
indicator (*) for recorded programs in the past and unshaded cells are recordable in US 
2005/0022242. Green et al. discloses a visual indicator (black circle) and also displays 
time recording conflicts of programs in US 2004/0218905. Lin et al. discloses a video 
server that records broadcasted programs and after receiving user instructions can 
send stored video programs to a computer at client end in US 2004/0143845. Chapuis 
et al. discloses visual indicators for a "Store" icon, a "Current Event" icon, a "Record" 
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icon, a "Turn-on" icon, a 'Topic" icon, a "Pay Event" icon and a "Purchased Event" icon 
in US 6,023,267. Shaughnessy et al. discloses collapsing a component's row when it is 
empty so that it occupies no space in US 2004/0205644. Lawler et al. discloses a 
reminder and record system in US 5,805,763. White et al. discloses recording a 
program automatically if it is not viewed by the user when broadcast US 2001/0027563. 
Rodriguez et al. discloses a reminder system in US 2002/0049804. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason K. Lin whose telephone number is (571)270- 
1446. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri, 7:30AM-5:00PM, EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Edouard can be reached on (571)272-7603. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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